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**   The Honorable Jane A. Restani, United States Court of International
Trade, sitting by designation.

Before: KOZINSKI, T.G. NELSON, Circuit Judges, and RESTANI, Judge.**

Though the district court’s decision granting partial summary judgment to

the city may have the indirect effect of “refusing . . . [an] injunction[ ],” see 28

U.S.C. § 1292(a)(1), we decline to interpret 28 U.S.C. § 1292 so broadly as to

allow an interlocutory appeal that would inevitably result in “piecemeal review.” 

See Carson v. Am. Brands, Inc., 450 U.S. 79, 84 (1981). 

DISMISSED.


